Dear Dave, 7/14/90 

About the only thing that didn't interrupt my reading of your Exclusion of Oswald 
chapter was the severe weather that, s we for one day, was all around us. We had two or 
more inches of rain in an hour during thd one hard storm we had, All sides it was violent, 
but fortunately not here, 

Wliile I am sure that had 1 been able to start and finish on a single day much would 
noy" be clearer in my mind tnai iiay not be there at all, I do not believe it makes all 
that much xd difference. There may have been an advantage because I was able when doing 
other tilings to give some thought to what Iod just read. I did form some fairly definite 
impressions. 

One is that this was much too painful for you and tliat it shows. You have not done 
nearly wliat you could have done and not nearly as well as you always have done. 

Another is that you began with the feeling you just had to rush like hell. That I 
think also shows 0 ^ou forgot too much that you do know that is relevant, J think im- 
portant for this chapter, You didn't remember clearly and you didn't check. Because you 
are any tiling but laxy the failure to check, by which 1 mean with your own recollections 
and with sources you should have drawn on, particularly V/hitewash, I can^hink of any 
explanation for the rush. Perhaps because it was painful you rushed to get rid of the 
pain sooner. Another sign is the cliches you used too often, like we must do this or that 
ot think this or that, etc. This contributed to dulling what could and should be excit- 
ing, as did other such constructions, 

* You are not nearly as much the professor lecturing dumb and uninterested students 

but^some of that remains. 

That you did not include so much that you/ certainly know makes me wonder if you 

began with an outline or, if you did, if you also rushed that. You'll see some of ehat I 

mean in what I added for you. 

Did you begin with the belief that you could or should or just had to get it all 
done during the summer witliout classes? 

When I got it I thought I could read and highlight what I'd later write a bit about 
but soon I felt that was inadequate. Then I started to write comments on the pages and 
pretty soon I felt that also was inadequate. So, I redrafted some of it and included some 
of what you forgot. I mean some of what we even discussed on the TSBD time reconstruction. 

In a sense you could not see the forest because you were blinded by the individ- 

ual trees. Anj^ example of this is omitting the absolute requirement that the Commission 
get Oswald out of the building and on his way to the bus iS exactly three minutes or less 
from the time of the shooting. 

I got the impression that you even got twisted on the geograpliy, the directions, and 
in some places 1 placed a question mark where I felt this. 

One of the items of which liave a clear recollection of liaving told you that you 
omitted is MacNeil, on whom you have two sources separated by more than two decades. An- 
other is Baker and the front stairs and second-floor side -corridor, on the west. 

If you decide to redo this, and your free summer is mostly gone, I urge you strongly 
to reread the pertinent section of Whitewash, make notion what you should not omit and be 
sure to include my citations. *ou needn't credit the book. Just cite those sources. J^nless, 
of course, you want to make an issue of how thoroughly the flaws and crookedness v itae docu- 
mented in the literature, particularly the earliest, when so little other than the A H*port 
and 26 was available. I was reminded of this when I decided to check Mrs. Reid, whotfl re- 
membered. ilM fact I remembered more than exists! I thought she'd said the coke was partly 
consumed! ) 
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I do not believe you had in mind telling an exciting story. But is it exciting! 
^hocking, too! and so utterly dishonest, in intent and in formulation and execution* 

I'm 3orry you did not take my initial suggestion, that instead of lecturing and 
belaboring in spelling all out you resort to ridicule and sarcasm, lO+J ' . 

There can be a very big advantage in basing yourself on what was published earliest* 
It will be historically important to make a record that the et^rly, non- theoretical works 
were substantial - and largely ignored, except by the sorrowing general public, which took 
to" them and daily still does, from my mail* 'his makes the point that nothing more was 
needed to bomb the whole ugly, dishonest mess. That can be fleshed out with some of the 
new so much of which will be befcionfl youy'each. ^ou can, however, get enough to make the 
general observation that with all that has com £ to light, there is no rebuttal of the 
essence and the detail of the earliest works in it and it does flesh out and add literary 
muscle to the first good books, 

Yourmissing lira, Reid missed a fine chance to clobber the Judenrat ^elin. I added 
a little* lie is a mark because of his^books and pontifications elsewhere* On her, on 
the TjLppit time reconstruction, etc. You Are the Jury, new r^^der.You 1 11 have similar 
opprtunities with some of the other counsel . and Ford. Etc. 

I like the book title arid am pleased that you recall it. But I do not like the: 
chapter title. Bull* I think you meant Exculpating Oswald, That will apply to several 
other treatments* You may want to have a section with this title and individual sub- 
titles for the chapters in the section. This would apply to all of V from the outline 
of the chapters. It could apply tlirough IX and would tend to (Sharpen what you say. 

You do not indicate an appendix. If you have one, would you consider liaving XVI 
in it? I think the book will be more exciting if you do. ;Jid you do want to excite readers* 
Including professors. You want to be in a position to sell books because that is the way 
you reach people and you want to be able to turK those of tho press who are not blind or 
personally corrupt They won't take the time to read wliat is dull and overly- 
scholarly. which I mean in style, not content. Essentially there is no difference in 
content between the intendedly scholarly and the intendedly popular. I think the scholarly 
will be inherent and obvious in the gRhgi mdfcyx popular approach. 

It is almost suppertime. I'll lay this aside until tomorrow and then will read and 
correct it and see if I think of anything else. 

V/liat I wrotg I wrote in haste and corrected it in haste. There may be errors and 
other flaws in it. 

7/l 5- After we spoke I thought of a better title for the section, if you break it down 
that way: Exculpation and Conviction, ^ou will be drawing together wliat exculpates 
Oswald and convicts at le^st the Commission and probably the FBI. 

I'm glad you put Bavid on the phone, that I could speak with liim a bit, and M hope 
I did not make liim late for whatever he was going to. Best to you all, 




